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more than its survival. It depends on a fundamental belief that in
vital questions what survives is that which best mediates absolute
truth: that such survival reveals, although it does not create, truth.
This fundamental belief must of course be justified: I believe that
it can be fully justified, although neither easily nor briefly, and that
M. le Roy has pointed the way. At a moment, however, when
pragmatism is much in the air, and when many are somewhat confused
as to what it means, it is very necessary that those who hold such views
as have been indicated should be careful to make their position clear.
To take an example—one of those dealt with by M. le Roy—there
is need to maintain clearly that the personality of God means more
than the fact that it is good for us to say our prayers. It involves the
assertion that this fact is objectively and not subjectively conditioned,
the assertion not merely that a mechanical conception of the universe
is untrue, but that the ultimate reality claims our prayers from the fact
that His nature is in some fundamental respect least inadequately
paralleled by human personality, if we are to parallel it—as indeed we
must—by conceptions with which we are familiar.
Some attempt has been made to indicate two possible dangers in
Modernism—exaltation of the outlook of our own age, and minimizing
of the intellectual value of dogma. If, however, there are these and
other dangers, they arise from what constitutes the great value of the
movement—a close connexion with modern thought inseparable from
some touch of its weakness. It is this close connexion and the
sympathy underlying it that lead many to hope for much from that
new apologetic which Modernism is endeavouring to provide.
W. SPLNS.
APOLOGETICS.
The Apologetic of the New Testament: by E. F. SCOTT, M.A. (Williams
& Norgate, Crown Theological Library, London, 1907.)
Evidential Value of Prophecy : by E. A. EDGHILL, M.A. (Macmillan,
London, 1906.)
ALT HOUGH these two books are unlike in scope and treatment, they
are kindred instances of a form of reaction in the tendencies of current
apologetic literature. In recent years the demand has been for
Christian evidences in the light of modern needs, and they have been
set aside as antiquated unless they definitely face the new issues raised
by biology, evolution, and anthropology, and consciously take into
account such tendencies as those of materialism and agnosticism. The
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older study of apologetics in the light of history, and the consideration
of such primitive evidences as the argument of prophecy, have been for
the most part relegated to general and scientific treatises on Christian
evidences, the interest of which is chiefly academic. It therefore comes
as a refreshing change to be reminded that there are other aspects of
the subject, which are not unscientific because they are historical, or
out of date because they are primitive. There have already been many
indications of this reaction, and it is coming to be recognized that it is
possible to use and adapt to our own times those older evidences which
do not primarily consider modern needs. Six years ago the Huhean
Lectures were an application of the arguments of Tertullian against
Marcion to our own times under the title of Some Christian Difficulties
of the Second and Twentieth Centuries. And among last year's S.P.C.K.
publications was I)r Redpath's little book, Christ and the Fulfilment
of Prophecy.
And now Mr -Scott has taken us back yet a century earlier than
Marcion, and teaches us to go back to the New Testament, not only to
find the position which should be defended, but to find also a conscious
and reasoned defence of it. He insists that the apostolic age and the
age of the apologists cannot be separated, and the design of his book,
which represents a series of lectures given at Glasgow, is to consider the
question ' How far can we still derive guidance, in our controversies
to-day, from a study of this earliest and most authoritative defence of
the Christian religion ?' The answer of so original and independent
a writer is bound to be of interest, and the conservative tone of it is
remarkable. He declares the New Testament proofs to be almost
undisturbed by the great changes in men's views of nature, comparative
religion, and biblical criticism, and sees a clue to the meeting of
modern difficulties in the Apostles' facing of Judaism, Heathenism, and
Gnosticism.
Mr Edghill has gone a s>lqj further back, and traverses the wide
field of Old Testament Prophecy in the light of its use as a Christian
defence. His work, like that of Mr Scott, partly consists in the study
of the various New Testament books in order to find their apologetic
position, though of course the question is narrowed to their use of
prophecy. After a careful study of all the evidence, he maintains that
the argument from prophecy remains of permanent value, if restated in
modern terms. And he is able to say that those terms correspond with
a true estimate of Christ's own attitude, which he expresses thus, ' our
Lord altogether repudiates the notion that He fulfils a few isolated
predictions here and there. He takes prophecy as a whole, and claims
to fulfil it all.'
A few words must be added as to the working out of these theories.
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There is much in Mr Scott's book which cannot commend itself to many
minds. They will view as both dangerous and unwarranted his argu-
ment that there is a developement of doctrine within the New Testament
itself which justifies a similar developement, which may almost mean
a supersession of all but general principles, from age to age. Nor will
they accept so nebulous a theology as that which seems to be summed
up in the statement, that all that is required of us is to acknowledge the
supreme worth of Jesus. And surely the case for the apologetic
element in the New Testament has been somewhat weakened by over-
statement. Of some of the Epistles it may be true that their primary
intention was apologetic, and the suggestion is ingenious that, since we
know St Paul 'disputed daily', his arguments may well have found
their way into his Epistles, with little change either of substance or
form. But can it really be said of the Gospels that, though at first
sight purely historical documents, they were ' largely composed in
a special apologetic interest' ? Some of us who are prepared to admit
this of the fourth Gospel, and might allow that whole chapters of it
' reflect the current discussions between church and synagogue', were
under the impression that the proof partly lay in the difference of its
tone from the other three Gospels. But here the latter are placed in
the same category, and the language concerning them is in quaint
contrast with Mr Edghill, who says on p. 415, that 'the non-Marcan
document is at least as free from apologetic tendencies as St Mark '.
Of Mr Edghill's book it must certainly be said that it contains
a scholarly and exhaustive examination of the real meaning of prophecy,
and perhaps it is ungrateful to suggest that it is somewhat exhausting
also. When p. 574 is reached, it is stated that' our task is now almost
finished,' but even further on the reader is bewildered by a tabulation
of argument, which reaches part /J of division (V) of sub-section A of
section (3). But it is kinder to use the language of the Bishop of
Winchester in his preface to the book, that ' he has worked out his
design with thoroughness and care.' And we cannot be too grateful
for the tone which runs throughout, and reveals the inner meaning of
prophecy and its spiritual significance, even amid the intricacies of
argument and the discussion of technicalities. This latter-day resuscita-
tion of the argument from prophecy is in striking contrast with Paley's
use of it as the first of his ' Auxiliary Evidences ', where his mechanical
discussion of the predictions of Isaiah liii ends with the general remark
that 'there is no other eminent person to the history of whose life
so many circumstances can be made to apply'. Since then ideas have
so far changed that we were probably all taught in our school-days the
conventional and time-honoured formula that ' the function of a prophet
is not so much to foretell as to forth-tell'.
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But it is doubtful whether we have yet fully applied prophecy to
the defence of Christianity, as a proof that the Incarnation was not
an isolated event, but a climax that had been spiritually prepared
for by the instincts and utterances of holy men of old, so that when
God spoke ' in His Son', it was the natural sequel of what He had
spoken ' in the prophets by divers portions and in divers manners'.
We therefore welcome back to the field of apologetics the very argu-
ment, in its most spiritual form, which began to be expressed on the
birthday of the Christian Church with the words ' This is that which
was spoken by the prophet Joel'. And in the fresh insistence on the
Apologetic of the New Testament as still a guide in facing the contro-
versies of to-day (even though one might wish for a somewhat different
treatment of the subject), one may learn the very lesson that prophecy
teaches, namely, the solidarity of spiritual principles, and the permanent
linking of past and present. It is much to be wished that this may
prove a first instalment in the fresh study of Apologetics in the light of
history
T. W. CRAFER
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